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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Examiner discussed newly proposed claim 63, which is claim 57, 
rewritten in independent form. After a review with her Supervisor, T.KPage, the Examiner informed Attorney that the 
coatings listed in Applicants' specification at page 6, lines 22-28 would provide for enteric properties not seen in 
conventional coatings and were therefore critical and as a result should be incorporated in newly proposed claim 63. 
Attorney proposed a limitation to recite the term "enteric" coating in line 9 of claim 63 and also to formulate a new 
dependent claim 64 to recite the markush grouping of enteric coatings listed in specification at page 6. Examiner 
consulted Supervisor Page who agreed to Applicanfs proposed suggestion. Examiner agreed to do an Examiner's 
Amendment making the following additions; (1) To add the term "an enteric" before the word 'coating* in line 9 of claim 
63 and (2) To formulate new dependent claim 64 reciting the markush group of enteric coatings listed in specification at 
page 6. 



